Lectotypes, neotypes and epitypes are designated by 23 specialists for 86 previously untypified Linnaean plant names belonging to the family Brassicaceae (Cruciferae), and one epitype is designated for a previously leetotypified name. These newly proposed types support the current usage of the names concerned. Earlier but ineffective or supersedable type statements are discussed.
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As part of continuing research by the Linnaean Plant Name Typification Project at The Natural History Museum, London, all Linnaean names belonging to the family Brassicaceae have been investigated. Linnaeus validly published at the rank of species or variety 244 names now placed in this family (excluding 10 re-namings). Effective typifications exist for 123 of these. Each of the 121 untypified names was examined closely, relevant literature was searched for typifications, and details of all original elements were compiled. Specialists were then approached to establish choices of lectotype (or neotype where original material is lacking) to fix the current application of each name.
Of the 121 untypified names 86 are newly typified here in addition to the designation of an epitype for one previously lectotypified name. Of the remaining 35 names, 28 are to be typified independently in other works or are currently being studied, four are to be the subject of conservation or rejection proposals, and three have proven unidentifiable.
There is insufficient space in the present work to include all details pertinent to each typification (e.g., full lists of original material), but further information on individual type designations is freely available from the editors of the paper. Moreover, information on other Linnaean names, whether already typified or not, is available on request. From late 2002, information on individual names will begin to become available via the Linnaean Project's website (http://www.nhm.ac.uk/ botany/linnaean/). The first group of names to appear there will be Linnaean generitypes, followed by Linnaean names in the family Asteraceae. The Project is always keen to collaborate with specialists in particular plant groups, from families down to genera or even single species, in order to establish choices of type or to identify cases where conservation or rejection proposals are necessary to avoid nomenclatural disruption.
The methods used for the present work have been described in detail by Turland & Jarvis (1997: 458-461) and will not be repeated in full. However, the following points may be helpful.
In selecting types for the present paper, wherever a choice was possible between specimens and illustrations, the most complete of the specimens has generally been chosen, except where such a choice would disrupt current usage, in which case an illustration supporting current usage has been chosen instead. Alllectotype illustrations designated here have been carefully evaluated and if considered inadequate for the purpose of fixing the precise taxonomic application of the name, then a suitable epitype specimen (Art. 9.7) has been designated to remove ambiguity. For some names, the lectotype illustration is already adequately supported by a typotype or voucher specimen.
In situations where all potential sources of original material were checked but nothing relevant was found, then (and only then) have neotypes been designated. Both neotypes and epitypes have generally been chosen from among material originating from the geographical area given by Linnaeus in his statements of provenance ("Habitat in ...") in the respective protologue. Great care has been taken to try to ensure that all newly proposed types support the current usage of the names.
The following specialists, for whose collaboration we are most grateful, have contributed typifications to this work: Luis Villar Perez -'-Instituto Pirenaico de Ecologia (C.S.I.C.), Apdo. 64, E-22700 Jaca (Huesca), Spain.
The 86 new, and one corrected, type designations are presented alphabetically in the following format: Linnaean name with full bibliographic reference, any earlier homonym (placed in square brackets), any later homotypic Linnaean name (recombination), the currently accepted name (when different), the lectotype, any typotype or voucher specimen that supports a lectotype illustration, any epitype, and any explanatory notes. For each entry, the first name to be cited is the name being typified; any later recombinations are, of course, simultaneously typified. The currently accepted name in each entry is shown. in bold italic typeface, and is placed in square brackets if not homotypic with the name being typified. apparently never published. L6pez Gonzalez (1995: 125-127 ) discussed the original elements, and illustrated Clusius's figure (as fig. 1 Note. -Botschantzev (1972 -Botschantzev ( : 1038 indicated unspecified material at LINN (but evidently 841.5) as type, as did Jafri (1973: 219; 1977: 169) but the lack of a relevant Species Plantarum number (in this case "4")
indicates it is a post-1753 addition to the herbarium. Note. - Franchetti (1958: 178) Note. - Hedge (1968: 93) Note. - Jafri (1977: 27) Note. -Although the Linnaean name is a later homonym, and therefore illegitimate, there has been some confusion in the way it has been either used or synonymized by some authors (see review by Kerguelen & aI. 1987: 175 Note. - Franchetti (1958: 183) Note. - Titz (1968:266) We are very grateful to those who have examined original material and made the type choices published here (see List of contributors). Without their specialist knowledge, this work could not have been produced. We are also indebted to the many others who have provided help and advice on various matters, including Arne Anderberg (S), Argyro Tiniakou (UPA), Riccardo Baldini (FI), Jo Beyers (NBG), Pilar Catalan (University of Zaragoza, Spain), G. Nieto Feliner (MA), Hilde Nybom (Swedish University of Agricultural Science, Kristianstad), Alan Paton (K), Dimitrios
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